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Model Interpretability Using SHAP values and
Importance:Comparing Inclusive Integration Networks and
XGBoost
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Abstract: To measure the performance of the polynomial components of the

inclusion integral network, the SHAP value A comparison with XGBoost was

performed using a tool that interprets classification models such as degrees.
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TWDH), LW RERBEBWVRFIET D, O L5 ks
BT —XT 7 Fx 2 BETHERIITURME IR H 5 .
BAVE 1 EEEir=a—F Xy NT—7 ZHEES
L. ANBEENVBOESICBWTIE, BHD=a—F /1
Fy FT—=I THOWLNAFEEICINA T, ANKRTHAED
HWIHFERNEY A XK FREGREZBETS. 61, 1B
g EHhBORAICBWYTE, BFEO==2—F /L%y
FU—27 THOWOLNDFEE DAL, AAKRFHEED
HWIHERRNEY A ARKFRROE I EZET 5. 8
WD=a—F )Xy NT—7 Tirbhb ko, FhE
NORFIZBNCRIE O ) 2 BcEA> T RfE 35
T—=%T7F v ET5D.
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b AT A
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RS Ry NU—7 LIXURENE = — TV Ry
FU—7 CRELELOTHD. AT Ta=
{(1,2,.n I THERES LTS, |ANTERES A DEREDIE
Y%, P@IZQOEOSEAERENLRLESR, 2FV Q
DREELHERT.
Q FEOEABEH p: P(Q)—[0,0]1%

Hr@)=0,

(ii)A,BEP(Q) T AcB 72 5% p(A)=p(B)
EETEX, Q o774 EL WS,
PERE B £13 Q RlcER I N[0 KN Ez & 5 IEaf
FEEETHS. 4, QI nHOEENLKDLHIRES
20T, Q LOBEEII n kIO~ L TEED. 2
NZf=(xy, Xp X)) E[OKM & EL Z L ITT 5.
QO FoIEEH R f=(x, Xp,- %) E[OK]"D p ERIT L D
ARBSIEKR TERIND.
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5. BlELTQ={123}056 TR OREEHEET
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Y = WX+ WXy + WigpXs + Wig 23X X;

+a{1‘2‘3}x1xZX3 +aq)

+ Wy 3)x1 X3 + Wiz 33XpX3

+ Wy 23)%1X2%3 + b - (2)
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3. XGBoost
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22 EbTES.
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BEHWTHITHFIETH S, AREHOET LV OSEMY,
ELT, FEECEFE LT VoM E f(x), PSiIH
DETNVEBREETIVE Lglx) =wy+ Dwixf & LTz & X,
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INE T2 wERD D, KT 5 L&,

min ¥,e; 1(2)(f,(2) - 9@)" () = 2 —
EHETLZLTROONDS. £ SHAP IZET LI LI
L LCRHRL, BET VOEMRE %R 925 Linear
SHAP, IREKRKERAWEZET VOEMREZFHE T D Tree
SHAP, RE¥HETNVOEBE%ZFHHE T 5 Deep SHAP &
M FEE L AV SENnbET /L0 SHAP & T EhsRe
LI ENTED.
43 EEE
XGBoost TIXZEEH LYV —T A0 bEHOEEE
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1. weight
weight (ZTERR L7=2Y YV =T VO HFIZEDEHKN
W25 E LTHEH SN TW A EZ R LTV A,

2. gain
KB EBINC E AT T & S S T o
R LTS,
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DRESERDELHONRT—FEy DL THD. R
T — % % VT & 1T 5 BRI U 22 SR R AR RO
BEATORTNZEIZRD TN T ASEEITH LN T
TRV, ZORYET — FMEESET DI OT
— &y b bHILT 4y bEMETO2FRIELLT
Under sampling & Over sampling &\ 9 D3 H 5.
5.1 Under Sampling

Under Sampling & 1X7—4% %~ NOZHIRTH D7 7 A
DT =2 %N OBV L TEEIRO 7 7 A LADEIRO
7 TADWHEETOT — 2 LB T 28ETHD. 6
HEOEBRTIX Python D747 7V L LTRSS TS
imblearn(1)® Cluster Centroid & Random under & \» 9 Under
Sampling O F{E% ATV 5. Cluster Centroid T34
IR2 T ADT—=FDELERD, T —F OREE RS20
£ 97T —& % LT\ %. Random_under Tix& £k
T TANL T UHRNIT— BB L TS,
5.2 Over Sampling

Over Sampling Tl Under Sampling @ #f THEIRTH 5
JTADT =B EMP L THIICT —Z 2L, BINL,
T2 BEBPLLILOT — X IV BT HBETHD.
6 T D EERTIE Under Sampling T4 H L 72 imblearn 725
Rk STV D SMOTE[4] & W) FiEEZ AW TN D,
SMOTE 3 HIRY 7 ADT = ZFELZERTHORE, £
DGy LS T U F BT — 2 EERT D Z & TR
FADT = HFEWEL L TND.

6. XRB&

FEBRCTEREFETHLURBS Ry PV —7 LREFOH
WFHE FUETH D XGBoost D D TENENFEE Z1TW,
FETEEETANL Y Y —T VA EE gain DfEZ RO T
W< TR ORI LT =2y FE 2 OHNWTE
NENOT — X TEREToT-.
6.1 Car_evaluation T—42 v FD#(E

FEBRAAT OB 57 —#1%, UCIMachine Learning
Repository THEMEE D= DIZABHENTWAHLT— Xt v
rD>—>T&H D Car evaluation)E W H T —X v FTH
. ZOT—HIX6 DOEHNBRY,

# 1 Car _evaluation DT — %

B EHDfE

AT unacc, acc, good, vgood
=S vhigh, high, med, low
AT R vhigh, high, med, low
NVEOL 2,3,4,5

FEHES 2, 4, more

Erecexin low, med, high

1 https://github.com/scikit-learn-contrib/imbalanced-learn/tree/master/imblearn

2 https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/car+evaluation

(©2020 Information Processing Society of Japan

Lo TND. BREOEICLFIINEENLTNDLIOTIN
PEAECT D &,
# 2 Car_evaluation DZEHth DT — ¥

e EH oM
A FEAT 1,2,3,4
A4S 1,2,3,4
AT IR 1,2,3,4
7 O¥ 1,2,3,4
FHER 1,2,3

Ak 1,2,3

EFRIMBER2DEIITLE. F7 OREE B ITHUE
ThHOHVRARTEDEDICE 2O LS ITEEMAT-.
ZOT—F OMETHMEZ BRI, KD OBRERIAEK
ELTHEEITY. ZOT— X O E L CIERAZ KR
TREETMNL L oo TV E R ERATED 7 Z AT LD
T = PRI I s TV D ERD T END. 77 AT E
DT — B ER 3R,
#£3 IJITARTLEDT—H

RAFMo 1 2 3 a4 ot
fis
T2 1210 384 69 65 1728

KINLDOLHNDH X, REFTMOMEL 1 OF — X Hdk
LEWTF—X Lo TS, ZOF—# % 2 sy RS
THEORETEDOMEN 3, 4DF—FE2BR\WEF—4T
FREToTWL . Fz, REMMEOEZALTT57
D1%0, 2% 11295, 2FV, 4D LT LA
1594 [HIN SR DT — 2 CEEEIT .

F4 PEHIHNDT— 2

we A Rl O fE 0 1 B
T—H 1210 384 1594

6.2 REFZOFE
WRfES v b U — 27 OFE X Python @ Chainer(3)%

WTAT) . FEOFMHL L TEIREDLESICTD.
*5 FHOEKMN

TN OFHTRRFED: | 5-453 B A2 AR

BEHN Adam

BREE Sigmoid_cross_entropy

Car_evaluation 7 — 3£ 4 O X 5 TR G M 72T — & &
725 CW5 728 Under Sampling & Over Sampling % % 11E
PATWIEE DO 21T o 7. £ E D Sampling FiE Tl
THHER 1l ERD2EOECT L. 0F Y,
Under_Sampling L CIXT — 2 BB D HIRY 7 ADT — X
X2 T 384X2=768, Over Sampling V5 TILT — & $n

3 https://github.com/chainer/chainer
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ZHIRY T ADT —HFX2 T 1210X2=2420 L 725, 6
IZENEND Sampling FIETOREE (IEEHR), WARE,
HBLER, FHEZEM0.5 & LD fE & ROC HiIFROHFE T
HD AUC Zx L TW5.
76  Sampling FEIC X B85 O Lig
FE WA B3 FM | AUC
Sampling 72 L 0.922 0.87 | 0.793  0.83  0.9821
Cluster_Centroid | 0.969 0.953 0987 097  0.9896
Random_under 0.949  0.929 0974 0.95 0.985
SMOTE 0951 093 0976 0.952  0.9847
# 6 X9 Sampling L 72 WA £ VW Under Sampling <°
Over_Sampling % L7236 DT BDREN L, ZOHT
%, Cluster_Centroid (2 & 5 Sampling F1EN EOFRIETH i
bEWERE R o7,
63 REETIAMILGH/LNS S ¥— T LA {ESHAP E
62 THOLNLETLON, BHHLBEDO LI ko
Cluster Centroid TY ¥ —7 LA lEZRKDDEELTDLI D
RFERDIFS LT,
xR BEFEILGONLYY—TLVAHE

HIufiks A 7% F7O% REER  Letk
i
2.83 3.06 -3.95 9.66 10.26

KTOMEND R7OBUIHNCEBMTE TELT, &b
HAICEBRTE TV ADIXLZEMETHL Z ENRbND.
F7-,Python DT A 7 Z VU & LTRREELEINT VD shap(d) %
WD Z L TSHAP DA RO D Z LN TE S, RETFIL
DET V% shap OFEHIZBEHATEHHEEREZHEH L CE
TR & 559 5 KernelExplainer TEEE 2Rk 5 &K 2 D
mRPIGE LN

Feature 3
Feature 4
Feature 1
Feature 0

Feature 2
I Class 0

0 1 2 3 1 5
mean(ISHAP valuel) (average impact on model output magnitude)

2 BETFHEOFEETTANSLHE LI car_evaluation 7
— 4 @ SHAP fH
[ 2 @ Feature0~4 |3 0 2> BIRMLEIRAiRE, # > 7 #M, K
T O, FEER, “EMTHD. K25 SHAP EHITHE
HEENKRDBRKEL, FTOERKRL/NIWVEE 272,
6.4 XGBoost DFE

XGBoost X Python DT A 7Z VU & L TR TND

4 https://github.com/slundberg/shap
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xgboost(B) X i L CHEAIT o 7. KOEIITHmAS &L
TEREITOE, BE 0.5 & U CREFIEMBICRE 2 K
HDHERSOERVPE LN,
# 8 XGBoost IZ L W &L NI KE
WE @A B OFE  AUC

Sampling 72 L 0.929 | 0.828 0.888 ' 0.856 @ 0.9835
Cluster_Centroid = 0.977 0.955 = 1.000 0.977 @ 0.9877

Random_under 0.948  0.920  0.982  0.950 0.9841
SMOTE 0.955 0.934 0.979 0956 09918
7% 8 £ ¥ XGBoost Ti¥ AUC %#BR\V T Cluster_Centroid 73
b BRWHE & 7o, AUC 7210 % .5 & SMOTE IZ X %
Over Sampling 23 b 8 WEE & 72 o 72,
6.5 %% L71= XGBoost ETILDEERE SHAP {E
6.4 T AUC DENR K E 72> T% SMOTE (Z X%
Over sampling FEDE T VO EEE % gain TRDDH EEK 9
D& IRFERDFE LT
# 9 XGBoost E7 /LD gain
Bt A78E#H N7 O FEEEER  LeM
4
6.31 6.81 1.67 25.59 26.32
RO RT7TOBOBEBEENG/INE 72> TEB YLLK
HLEEL LS TWA. 72, xgboost X shap @ TreeExplainer
B LTERAD Z N TETEREEZK I DL HITKRD
HZEMTES.
High

Feature 4

Feature 3 B T I s 43 L

Feature 1 topas: W

Feature 0 ‘o

Feature 2 -*”

% 4 ) 0 2
SHAP value (impact on model output)

3 XGBoost DFHET LN HF B LT car_evaluation ©
SHAP f&
3 bEENE, REFEITIVHAEZROREIICE-T
SHAP 3 IE L B THMMNTND Z ERbhD.
6.6 Car_evaluation T—4 TOLLE

KELRIZAWKRTDLELL LA LOEEED
KINBHRBEIC E 2o TS, —2oDOREEHETRT &,
KI0D XS IZio T,

F 10 #REFIE L XGBoost (D HHEFELL#E

¥ —7 U AfH | Gain
0.1295 0.0946

Feature value

BB

5 https://github.com/dmlc/xgboost
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AT HH 0.14 0.1021
R7 D% -0.1807 0.025
FHER 0.4419 0.3837
27t 0.4694 0.3946

10 PO ELLOHEBEETH KT OEOEBEENE E
Hufifs & A 7 B AITEEE S RIRE CREER & Zatk
HEBENFRBRELRSTND.
6.7 Titanic T—4 v FD¥EfR

Car evaluation 7 —# & v NI EM PSS 72T
— X%y hThH o7z Titanic 7 — % & v H(6)iT kaggle & ¥
LI TV L7 =%ty bC, VREICEE XA X =
v I BREDBEOREDT — 2 EWOF>TWD., T—4
DHIFERIL DX ST oTWVD.

# 11 Titanic 7 — &% OE

Survived 03ELD), 1(ZEFF)
Pclass 1,2,3(ifR & Z5)
Name A4 (s51)

Sex male, female

Age AEn (IR
SibSp e, BB O NE
Parch Bl, TOAE
Ticket BT w355
Fare e

Cabin Hora a3y
Embarked 5,Q,C

ZOT —H X Suvived & HIEE, KD OB EHALE
ELTTPHZITHY. RN OFETEXFIINEENTVD
DOTHEENHEZ N2, XFHEBEIZE LTS, &
FTERLAE, REOPFIZEEN TS MiMs 72 E ORI E
FENTWDOTHRRZ L IZEEL L TV & 12 1 T8FR

EHENALERTHD.
# 12 Name Ok
WOPR WO DR B2 O E
Don, Rev, Capt 1
Mr

Major, Col, Dr

Mrs, Miss, Master

Mme, Ms, Lady, Sir, Mile, Aff
# 12 TIEZE4L Survived & DFBIRENR KRE< D K5I
BEfb LT b. MRS LS 0, BHEE 1 L Tn5.
SibSp & Parch (X & & THAMEM & 5 A5 E D Bl
TEMLTWZS 1, #EPEFRBLTHAHEE 0 L LT
% . Cabin [ZEHSCFTH T, BT A,CF 22 61X 1, B,D,E
RbiX2 &L, TNLSE 0 9D, Ticket ITFALTFA 1
Bl 1, 27612, 38,CARLIE3 L LENLSE O

wm A WN

6 https://www.kaggle.com/c/titanic
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L9 %. Embarked IZREDEM LI BOARIZEIE LT
SCQEHLDLLTEY SV YF T, Gz T—,
QI A= AH T ThHD. Suvived & DN KX 7R
HEOCHEMELLTS AL, CQ& 0L L. F£72, Cabin
<° Ticket IZZEMDHZA N H D D TEM L 72> TV D HFATIE
TNEhOPRfEE Lz, £ 11 #8MEIL CEXRIT-D
DEFI13ITRT.
# 13 Efififb L 7= Titanic 7 — &

E5E 0,1

ik & S 1,2,3,4

W 1,2,3,4,5

PRI 0,1

B SR 0,1

Mk EDFEE

TN 0,1

MR 0,1,2

Fry  NEE 0,1,2,3
14 ERHICEDT—FDEE

AT DR 0 1

F—H % 549 342

ZDF—HF¥ v ME Car_evaluation 7 — & & B/a ) KA
ML LTl b A M CHM R BR LR o Tk, %
BT =T DR test 7 — Z NITIZZEM & 72 > T
LIEIBFET B, SENIZEM L 72> T B ITE LK
TLoMRESE Lz, £, R14 DL D ITHETEHDIZ I A
BRIV BZLRD LI MR- TeT —ZITh> T o
®4 A% Under Sampling X° Over Sampling #1T> CT7 —#
DEEN 1:1 &2 D K 910 U TREFIE L XGBoost THH
EITV, TNENT Y —7 LV AfEE gain Z3RD 5.
6.8 Titanic T—42 S & HREFZEDEE

Titanic 7 — % THF 5 O T Under sampling <°
Over_sampling % {T>727 — ¥ TENENFEEIT-> T
TERERDE 15 THD.

F 15 BEFIEIC XD Titanic 7 — X 1Tk 2R E

FE @ A& B FfE | AUC

0.811  0.851 | 0.631 0.718 @ 0.844
Cluster_Centroid = 0.756 = 0.838 = 0.640 = 0.722  0.821
Random_under 0.797 | 0.862 | 0.710 | 0.777 | 0.863
SMOTE 0811 0896 0701 0786 0881

F 7, Titanic 7 — X WIXFEROT — X DIEni
competition DT — X (test 7 —X)BHDHDT, FHLHDT
— & TIEEREMER L.

F N6 RETIBEIZL D test 7 — X X T D IEE
test 7 — XK T D AEE

=)
o]

Sampling 72 L
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Sampling 72 L 0.7847
Cluster_Centroid 0.7799
Random_under 0.7703
SMOTE 0.7799

#15 &£ 16 LV AUC DEXAEWHETD test 7 —F
IR D IEERITEL 2WHEA S & Y 41E Sampling 72 LD
EEENRLREWVEE -7, BBRES Ry NV —2 T
IR EHAIEIC SRR o TWnbd =y NOFT28L 75T
BT RTOEHMOWIBEFREZ R AREIC /2> T D.
ROFEBRTIE, ZOEBEMOWIBERE T XTTIEARL 2
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4=y NERS LI-ARES Ry T —7
Titanic ¥ — % THABIZOR N> TWbda=y % 2
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gCi + gCo +1=37L LICEDFEB R AR 17 1277
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Titanic 7 — ¥ (2%t 7 5 k5%
KE  ®E4A BI FE  AUC
Sampling 72 L 0.827  0.870  0.646 0.740 0.871
Cluster_Centroid = 0.78 0.873  0.661 | 0.751 @ 0.846
Random_under 0.79 0.856 | 0.720 = 0.780 @ 0.873
SMOTE 0.827 0.892 0.743 0.810 0.897
[FIRRIT test 7 — XX DHEE A MERT D LK 18 DX
I IMIERDBE LN
# 18 2 MO IBIR E TITHIER L 72 BRFIEIC X
% test 7 — XXt D FEEE
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N

Sampling 72 L 0.7847
Cluster_Centroid 0.7943
Random_under 0.7656
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SMOTE 0.7847
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#19 BETFEOVY—TLAHE

X —T VLA vy —TLAEE

ik & 2 2.18 0.2370
Wk 3.42 0.3717
PRI 0.74 0.0804
B RS -0.15 -0.0163
Mk -1.36 -0.1478
R 1.01 0.1098
MR 1.48 0.1609
Fry MRS 1.88 0.2043
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RLTNHDORER1TTHD.

7220 XGBoost |2 X 5 Titanic 7 — Z (Zx9" 2 ki

FEE B A& BB FE AUC

Over sampling <°

Sampling 72 L 0.835 | 0.807 0.749 0.776 = 0.8814
7
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Cluster_Centroid = 0.788 = 0.788 @ 0.786 = 0.786 = 0.8698
Random_under 0.811 | 0.818  0.799 @ 0.808 @ 0.8611
SMOTE 0.843 0.852 0.833 0.841 09160

test 7 — X ICLDIEZRIR 18D L H I Tz.
# 21 XGBoost IZ X B test 7 — Z 153 5 K5 E
test 7 — X \ZxtT D HEE

Sampling 72 L 0.7751
Cluster_Centroid 0.7225
Random_under 0.7656
SMOTE 0.7799
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WREEARDD EFK 19 DX D RAERIE L.
#< 22 Titanic 7 — % @ gain

gain f& gain El &
Pl 7.979 0.1963
R 24.065 0.5919
PR 1.703 0.0419
H I 0.877 0.0216
Mk 1.234 0.0304
M 1.356 0.0334
EEF 1.952 0.048

Fory NS 1.492 0.0367

F 19 L OEFHNEFICBOTEED 6 Bl BEEL L &S
NTNDZ L, BMBEMROENTIEFITITEE TN
LR D. FETz shap THEEZRDD L 6 OFFEMN
mohni-.

High

Feature 0 . +——--- e e Pi——

Feature 4 bee M"W"

Feature 3 - - *M "
3

Feature 5 --*—.-.—4- — - g
@

Feature 6 -+———-.—. - E
]
L]

Feature 7 . uo*— te e w

Feature 1 --.*-—_ -

Feature 2 +

Low

SHAP value (impact on model output)

6XGBoost |Z & % Titanic 7 — ¥ ¢ SHAP
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#23 Vx—TVLAEOEIE L gain OEIE O
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=T L AHE  gain FIE

TR Stk 0.2370 0.1963
W 03717 0.5919
PERI] 0.0804 0.0419
B3R A -0.0163 0.0216
ML -0.1478 0.0304
M 0.1098 0.0334
HEES 0.1609 0.048
Fry hNEE 0.2043 0.0367
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